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regulate marriages by legislative enactments and
to punish the orthodox section of the public for
the breach of the provisions of such measures is
against the spirit and letter of the Proclamation of
Queen Victoria and hence requests the Govern-
ment to veto it.1

These divergencies explain, perhaps, the Home
Member's words: * Government must reserve a final judg-
ment on some of the expedients proposed in the Bill/2

For better or for worse, the British have, with the
main exceptions of suttee, thuggee, infanticide, widow
remarriage, and the age of consent, refused even an
attempt to interfere with the Hindu religion, and their
present-day policy in general opposes the passage of
any law that is incapable of enforcement. The people
of the United States, with their 94 per cent, of literacy,
will be the first to appreciate the danger of endeavour-
ing to enforce laws affecting personal rights and re-
ligious customs among peoples full of superstition, only
8 per cent, literate in any language, and easily excited
to violence by the emotional appeal.

1 The Hindu, Madras, June isth, 1928.

2 The Hindu Child Marriage Bill was again brought before the
Assembly by its sponsor, Rai Sahib Harbilas Sarda, on January
29th, 1929. Unofficial members opposing the bill brought up two
'points of order* to prevent the bill from being taken into con-
sideration ; both were overruled by the President, one with the aid
of the Governor General's spokesman.   The following amend-
ment was then offered again, by an unofficial member : 'That the
consideration of the Bill be postponed till the report of the Age of
Consent Committee becomes available to the Members of the
House.*   This was accepted by the majority of members, official
members voting in its favour. Thus when next the bill comes under
consideration the additional light thrown upon it by the Age of
Consent Committee will help guide the Legislature on this cfifficult
and much-debated subject.   See Legislative Assembly Debates,
January 29th, 1939,